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advised to moderate the image of the ideal pathway case. In-
deed, I doubt that any such case exists. The loss may not be so
great, however, considering the consequences the pathway
case has for generalization.
In terms of generalization, the pathway case inhabits a
middle ground that Gerring and Seawright (2007) overestimate
and their critics underestimate (Coppedge 2007; Mahoney
2007). The embeddedness of a case in its population and thus
its “representativeness” is essential to Gerring and Seawright
(2007: 147). The aim is to infer from case to population. This
emphasis obscures the extent to which generalization–particu-
larly from the pathway case–is circumscribed by the more or
less restrictive scope conditions placed on the mechanisms.
The other position–that it is never safe to generalize from case
studies (Coppedge 2007: 3), and that the primary (but ignored)
goal of many case studies is solely to explain a particular out-
come in a specific case (Mahoney 2007: 7)–errs on the side of
case idiosyncrasy. The pathway case is in a middle position
because it can produce the conditional generalization charac-
teristic of middle-range theory (Johnston 2005). While the re-
gression-based selection technique maximizes the domain of
inference to the extent that the chosen case approaches the
ideal pathway case, the focus on mechanisms and their scope
conditions limits the inference to a narrow class of phenom-
ena.
My project is part of a move to complement the research
programme on civil war with mechanisms-based explanations.
There is an imbalance to redress, and a pathway case of inter-
vention in civil war is in a good position to do so, by taking
advantage of a vigorous field of quantitative work, and by
embedding within it a study of causal processes. In a recent
exchange with John Gerring, he warned that the reaction of
readers to the above might be of the sort, “OK, so where’s the
beef? The case study?” Well, the beef is yet to come. In the
meantime, a necessary first step is to justify the pathway case
as a research design because of the misapprehensions sur-
rounding it and because of the challenges that arise when
moving from theory to practice.
Note
1 The model and data are available at http://folk.uio.no/martaus/
Papers/.
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It hardly needs stating that civil wars are complex and
disorderly. Perhaps that is why for so long, social scientists
employed qualitative or quantitative methods to address civil
war onset or ending, but avoided questions related to warfare
and other phenomena during wars (Kalyvas 2003). More re-
cently, though, scholars have brought a combination of quali-
tative and quantitative methods to bear on variation in wartime
dynamics (Wood 2003; Kalyvas 2006). In this essay, I suggest
that employing a combination of qualitative and quantitative
methods not only improves our understanding of displace-
ment during civil wars, but also enables us to characterize it
better and identify the most critical forms of variation to ex-
plain.
This clarification is essential. In spite of substantial aca-
demic and humanitarian attention to refugee movements and
internal displacement, many aspects of migration during war
remain puzzling. I define displacement as civilian migration
during war that is provoked, directly or indirectly, by the ac-
tions of one or several armed groups.1 This definition implies
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.996517
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particular household may have no stake in the conflict be-
tween groups, both armed groups and civilians use informa-
tional short-cuts to identify potential rivals and sympathizers.
“Identity” can range from political ideology to ethnicity to
religion to profession. Faced with possible violence because
of its identity, under some circumstances, a sensible option for
a household would be to move closer to the group of civilians
that shares the characteristics for which it is being targeted by
an armed group. Moving to a predominantly Shi‘a, leftist, or
Kikuyu region or neighborhood can reduce the odds that a
particular Shiite, leftist, or Kikuyu household will suffer vio-
lence based on group-level targeting. This relationship should
be stronger as group-level identifiers are more physically ap-
parent. Additionally, the household could seek protection from
the armed group it is perceived to be supporting, potentially
creating identities endogenous to the conflict, or “hardening”
those that already exist.
Location: I call location-based targeting those situations
in which civilians are potentially in danger because of where
they live. For example, households could face the threat of
cross-fire between two armed groups. In such cases, because
the threat is linked to their location at that moment, changing
location for a relatively short period of time is usually a fea-
sible option. Households threatened in such circumstances
are likely to remain close to their communities.
These expectations are based on my sense that house-
holds primarily attempt to reduce the odds that they will suffer
direct violence. Depending on the type of targeting they face,
some displacement strategies improve these odds better than
others. The underlying mechanisms–assessing threats, search-
ing for the best option to avoid direct violence–are the build-
ing blocks of the theory.2 The logic of household-level dis-
placement behavior should operate in many kinds of civil wars,
even though it potentially aggregates to substantially differ-
ent national-level patterns. In the section that follows, I de-
scribe how I plan to test the plausibility of the mechanisms.
Research Design
My theory presents numerous challenges to empirical test-
ing: armed groups’ targeting patterns and household-level de-
cision-making processes are impossible to directly observe.
Indirect testing is possible, however, by specifying observ-
able implications (Geddes 2003). At the household level, I fo-
cus on implications for destination, duration, and how house-
holds are likely to behave in the receptor communities.3 To test
these implications, I combine econometric analyses, interviews,
and case studies at the sub-national level in Colombia.
The Colombian civil war is an apt context in which to test
implications of the theory and to assess the plausibility of its
mechanisms. Analytically, the war is irregular, implying that
armed groups use violence (or its threat) as a resource to shape
civilian behavior (Kalyvas 2006). Further, many armed groups
exist in Colombia.  In addition to the state military forces, two
communist-inspired guerrilla groups and a host of right-wing
paramilitary groups have contested for control of communi-
ties. This diversity will provide confidence that the conclu-
sions of the study are not limited to a particular type of armed
the interaction of civilians and armed groups, so what is to be
explained is not only the behavior of the household, but the
behavior of a household given the behavior of the armed
group(s), and vice-versa. The literature on displacement–domi-
nated by either cross-national, large-N or case studies–implies
this dynamic, but the predominant hypothesis is that higher
levels of violence (however conceived) yield more displace-
ment, proportional or absolute (Schmeidl 1997; Cohen and Deng
1998; Weiner 1992, 1996; Zolberg 1989; Davenport, Moore,
and Poe 2003; Moore and Shellman 2006). While sensible, and
even useful for humanitarian purposes, this approach does
not allow for deeper understanding of the problem, because it
obscures important variation in armed group and civilian be-
havior within and across wars. Household-level data from In-
donesia and Colombia provide evidence that while higher lev-
els of violence correlate with higher levels of displacement,
variation exists among households about whether or not to
displace, and when to do so, given similar levels of violence
(Czaika and Kis-Katos 2007; Engel and Ibáñez 2007).
My own interviews in Colombia confirm this general pat-
tern. I found that how people displace–in terms of where they
resettle, for how long, and how they behave in new communi-
ties–is an equally important question to whether or not they
displace at all. Implications for household well-being and lo-
cal-level order and development relate not only to how many
people resettle in a given place, but where they come from and
why. Had I only focused on analyzing the large-N, household-
level data that I have on displacement within Colombia over
the last 15 years (with over 2 million observations!), it never
would have occurred to me to change my research question. In
other words, I used my qualitative fieldwork as part of an in-
ductive theory-building process that also helped me identify
what I should be building theory about.
Theory
The question I now ask in my dissertation is what explains
variation in how civilians displace during civil wars. I argue
that how civilians are targeted–for their behavior, identity, or
location–explains if they are likely to resettle, where they go,
how they integrate in new communities, and how long they
stay. At the community level, targeting patterns have implica-
tions for the scale of displacement at any given time and cleav-
age formation within communities.
Behavior: Armed groups target individuals for behavior
such as refusing to collaborate, defecting, or supporting a
rival armed group. Such a transgression is generally punished
severely, if the armed group has good intelligence. In such a
case, civilians have limited options to avoid violence to them-
selves or their family. They can attempt to change their behav-
ior, they can “hide” by seeking anonymity in a new commu-
nity, or they can seek protection from a rival armed group.
However, protection may be difficult to attain if they are tar-
geted by a heavily favored armed group, so an individual’s
best bet may be to seek anonymity in a sufficiently large city.
Identity: Identity-based targeting refers to a situation in
which a household is part of, or perceived to be part of, a
group that is associated with an armed group. Even though a
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group. Because the war is not based around an identity cleav-
age, I can more directly assess the relationship between be-
havior-based targeting and displacement. At the same time,
group-level characteristics do exist, and will thus allow me to
test hypotheses related to identity-based targeting. On the
practical front, relative to other civil wars, data on displace-
ment in Colombia have been collected by various groups for
the past 20 years, and the government has registered and col-
lected extensive data on internally displaced households since
1995. Given the micro-foundations of my argument, data at the
household level are necessary to evaluate it. In addition, even
though the war is ongoing, it is possible to combine interview-
ing and excellent secondary materials to conduct in-depth case
studies of some communities.
To illustrate how I combine methods and data sources to
evaluate the theory, I will focus on the implications for the
expected destination of civilians in each of the three targeting
categories. The data include several large-N, household-level
datasets on displacement in Colombia, interviews, and case
studies. One large-N dataset is the government registry of
internally displaced people (IDPs), which has roughly 2.5 mil-
lion observations and contains household-level characteris-
tics on a range of variables. I also have survey data collected
by Ana María Ibáñez, an economist at the Universidad de los
Andes. In 2,322 surveys carried out with a stratified sample in
48 municipalities of the country, Ibáñez gathered detailed data
on the circumstances leading to households’ decisions to dis-
place.
Finally, I will conduct case studies of six communities to
trace patterns of targeting and displacement choices over time.4
The case studies enable me to evaluate community-level impli-
cations of the theory related to armed group activity, the scale
of displacement and resettlement over time, and the composi-
tion of community in terms of political preferences. In addition,
the cases also allow for gathering household-level data more
effectively than if I randomly selected households to inter-
view. In the context of an ongoing war, it is important to gain
the trust of subjects, and two effective ways for doing this are
introduction through a contact and repeated interviews (Wood
2003). Further, in-depth local knowledge is critical to both sig-
naling credibility and triggering important narratives that sub-
jects might otherwise find irrelevant.
Behavior: With the survey data, I can evaluate implica-
tions related to households’ destination if they have been tar-
geted for their behavior, as opposed to more general threats.
All else equal, I would expect those households explicitly threat-
ened by an armed group to displace to an urban destination.
This is likely because anonymity is relatively easier to secure
in an urban area than in smaller communities.
Even with such fine-grained, large-N data, there is still
room for qualitative data to sharpen the analysis. If the statis-
tical analyses suggest that there is a significant correlation
between targeting type and destination type in the way I ex-
pect, it would not rule out alternative explanations for such a
relationship. The qualitative work is meant to provide more
confidence that the correlation is meaningful because of the
logics I propose. Rather than assume that those targeted for
behavior went to urban destinations because they tend to
offer better chances for anonymity, I plan to study whether
such a consideration played a role in the decision-making of
those households. If the interviews with IDPs in case study
communities indicate that the targeting they experienced did
not play a role in their destination decisions, then the theory
will not be supported.
Identity: I expect that people who are targeted because of
their identity and presumed affiliation with one side or another
will be more likely to go to places where people similar to them
already live. In the Colombian context, many communities in
the Pacific coast department of the Chocó, which are predomi-
nantly Afro-Colombian, were under the influence of guerrilla
groups more than paramilitaries or even the state until recently.
Thus it is possible that given the inability to change or conceal
their identity, Chocoanos could be easily targeted in receptor
communities for presumed association with guerrillas. Accord-
ing to the logic of the argument, living among others with the
same identity will reduce the odds that any one household will
suffer direct violence. All else equal, I would expect to observe
less dispersion of Chocoanos than other subsets of the Co-
lombian IDP population. With large-N, household-level data
on municipalities of origin and resettlement, and ethnicity, I
can test this implication.
At the same time, even if the relationship is strong as
expected, it will be consistent with many alternative explana-
tions. In particular, it is possible that Afro-Colombians follow
traditional migratory trends and rely on social networks to
help establish themselves in new communities. In the case
study areas, I will interview Afro-Colombians about the deci-
sion-making process leading to where they sought to resettle.
If I find that security concerns rather than networking pre-
dominated, then I will gain confidence in my explanation.
Location: With a dataset on violent events by municipal-
ity/day, I can use clashes between armed groups as a proxy for
location-based targeting. Because I have municipal-level data
on where households were displaced and where they arrived,
I can use destination as an indicator for how households re-
spond to the threat. I would expect that around the time of a
clash, a relatively greater proportion of the displaced would
remain within the municipality, rather than relocate farther away,
because they would be more likely to return to their communi-
ties once the cross-fire threat subsided. Preliminary tests for
events and displacement destination with 2004 data have borne
this out. This lends credibility to the hypothesized relation-
ship between location-based threats and short-term, shorter-
distance destinations.
An additional validity test of the argument will be to in-
vestigate whether there were instances of short-term displace-
ment from the case study communities that did not lead to
registration with the government. If the theory is consistent
with reality, I would expect to find that at least some people
temporarily displace and never appear in the dataset. This sort
of activity would also help explain a recent finding in a cross-
national study by Melander and Oberg (2007) that intensity of
fighting did not correlate to higher refugee flows. It may just
be that we are not observing the refugees or IDPs at such a
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high level of aggregation.
In sum, the research design combines econometrics to
test for correlations that would be consistent with my argu-
ment, and interviews and case studies to evaluate whether the
mechanisms that I think explain those correlations are plau-
sible. In this way, I will be able to increase confidence that
alternative explanations cannot account for the outcomes ob-
served. Additionally, the cases provide a more complete pic-
ture of displacement and fill some potentially important gaps
in the large-N data. Finally, case studies will provide a check
on the large-N data measures to ensure that the statistical
models are well specified. Multiple tests of implications at dif-
ferent levels of analysis, on various dimensions of displace-
ment, will add confidence that the theory is capturing impor-
tant dynamics of displacement.
Conclusion
In the study of civil wars, mixing methods provides the
best way to get a sense of what patterns we should focus on
understanding, how they emerge, and how they vary over time
and across space. The mixed approach outlined here will help
us gain analytic leverage over the problem of displacement
during wars. Indeed, where and how people settle and consti-
tute communities seems to be an overlooked–and crucial–ele-
ment of how order is established at the local level, by the state
or other actors during civil war. When households displace,
they arrive in new communities not just as needy recipients of
humanitarian attention (though this is certainly true), but also
as actors in a dynamic of ongoing violence, especially given
their generally precarious security situation.
If my argument about targeting captures these dynamics,
then forms of targeting should generate different community-
level outcomes. Civilians avoiding behavior-based targeting
are more likely to want to remain “invisible” in their communi-
ties, perhaps inhibiting the kinds of interactions necessary to
overcome local-level collective action problems. If civilians are
targeted for their identity, they will be more likely to displace to
areas where others “like them” already live, generating segre-
gation patterns and the possibility of a local-level dynamic
resembling in-group solidarity, but also possibly out-group
hostility.
These mechanisms overlap with those linked to the diffu-
sion of violence in international contexts (Lischer 2005;
Salehyan and Gleditsch 2006), but they also have implications
for the development of warfare within one civil war. The en-
dogenous effects that targeting patterns can have on future
settlement and security issues could also be critical for post-
war cleavages, political behavior, stability, and economic de-
velopment.
Notes
1 In this essay, “armed groups” will refer to state and insurgent
groups, as well as to militias and paramilitaries; I am agnostic about
the political aims.
2 As with Arjona (this symposium), I follow Elster’s definition of
mechanisms as “frequently occurring and easily recognizable causal
patterns that are triggered under generally unknown conditions or
with indeterminate consequences” (Elster 1998). Studying mecha-
nisms is the difference “between a static correlation (‘if X, then Y’)
and a ‘process’ (‘X leads to Y through steps A, B, C’)” (George and
Bennett 2004: 141).
3 My dissertation also examines community-level implications,
but I focus on the household here.
4 To select the cases, I rely on in-depth knowledge of communities,
and the kind of armed group presence and competition that existed
there.
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